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Remarks 

Claims 1 to 7 are pending. Claims 1 to 6 are amended. 
§.112 Rejections 

i s 4, and tand rtrecied unde f S ' v< > , " I i u a 

antecedent basis for the term "fluorothermoplastic" . Claims 3. 4. and 6 have been amended to 
recite a "fluoropolymer' according to claims I, 3, and 3, respectively. With the amendment, 
Applicants submit that the rejection of claims 3, 4, and 6 under 35 USC § 112, second paragraph, 
has been overcome, and hereby respectfully request the rejection he withdrawn. 

Support for the amendments to claims ) and 2 can be found, for instance, (i) at page 3. 
lines 10—15 (noting thai the fiuoropolymers, first in the form of afluorinated agglomerate, arc 
melt pc Lm/e\ ) sage 4 1hk> ' i-" 1 (descnbmg die treatment of mci pellets), paae \ 1 nes 2f~ 
30 (descri bing the treatment of melt pellets); page 1, lines 17-24 (describing the process which 
includes formation of melt pellets) (ii) page 3, lines 17-26 (describing the peril uorioated 

- c i y be used); (iii) page 3, fines 1.0-1.5 (describing the melt peUetization 
process, which inherently requires the polymer to be melt-proeessable); page 4, lines 13-21 
(describing die treatment of melt pellets, the formation of which inherently requires the polymer 
to be melt-proses bit >age 7 nes 1 24 (desc gthep m I ides > 1 tion o1 
i'di v,e o v i v i k l) [ow i \i J i .o>ihc 

Claims 3, 4, and 6 are amended to recite the same pre-amble as claim 1, from which these 
dcpend.cn claims i mien t 

idiomatic 1 tgjis tame? 1 t eoummh • 'ha- No chance in the s< pa claim - o 6 
is affected by the amendments to those claims. 

The applicants submit that no new matter is added by the amendments to the claims. 
§ 102/103 Rejections 
( m nsj lJ.jm.42. 

Claims 1,2,5 and 7 stand rejected under 35 USC § 102(b) as being anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 103(a) over U.S. Patent 5,546,182 (hereinafter '182) or US. Patent 4,001,736 
(hereinafter "736). 
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The Applicants kindly submit that neither* 182 nor '736 teaches, suggests or describes the 
features of independent claims 1 or 2. 

The description in' 182 relates to an analytical method employed for delecting trace amounts 
of metals in hi gl nolecular weight P Fi (Examples 1 to 8 and I of 182) J 1TE i xample 9 of 
1KT cuio \ • , i^'e l ( t >i 82} 1 he c-<_ p o ^ «,^\Mo v>w c ij\ v njc e,1 
of the level of extractable metal ions in a flaoropolyrner powder. The PTFE samples are not melt- 
processable and cannot form melt-pellets. The ETFE and PPA samples are in the form of a polymer 
powder. 

The distinction is significant, in that the present application describes that corrosion present 
m slept m t < 1 < 1 t ' Mi v. * ? v ? t 'm 1 \ s s i v !u - i\ nu rj 
significan >f process uiprnent. I i i tctable metal content in the 

final melt-pellets. In contrast, the present claims relate to a low extractable metal ion content melt- 
vi e \o h; git S teadies ggests oi esa >est e invet > \t enden? i ns or 2m t 
does '182 present a possible means of preparing such inventions. 

The description in 736 relates to "fluoroelastomer compositions with minimal metal 
contaminatioi - c ic extractabies See column 6 lines 5 to 12 First Hp 

elate he prep > < ) mer composi s >ro I rile 

.fluoroihennoplasti.es in the form of melt-pellets. As such, 736 does not teach, suggest or describe 
the limitations of the invention of independent claims i and 2. 

Furthermore, die results for metal and fluoride contents reported in '736 are based on 100 ml 
test fluid in which one o-ring AS 568 A Skc-214 was immersed. To obtain the contents based on 
the fluoroelastomer, one mast multiply the given figures by F : 

F - (weight of 100 ml test fiaidtdweight of o-ring) - ~ 110/1.75 « 60. 

Applying this factor to the polymer results in an iron content of 0.75 ppm and total metallic 
content of 4.7 ppm (Table VIII from 736} and a fluoride content of 14 ppm. These values are far 
outside the limits of the invention claimed in independent claims I and 2. 

* si MUbeT e^ i> i .dp - * <. 1 - .sou . - mention 

e « >ed dependent claims 1 and 2. Deo i and 7 each c tend from claim 1 and 

add patentable features thereto. Accordingly, the Applicants kindly submit that the rejection of 
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claims 1,2, 5 and 7 over '182 or 736 under 35 USC § 102(b) or 103(a) is overcome, and 
respectfully request that the rejection of claims 1,2, 5 and 7 be withdrawn. 
CjatmxJ_,J_jmd6 

Claims 3, 4 and 6 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being obvious over '182 or 730 
in \ sev o> I b o 4" ^iloei. 2tr 2" e Ap > . - * \ w ■> u t , e ^e 82:vr736 
in view o 2 - , uggests or describes the tl ures of indepemk lain lord 

The Patent Office asserts that '255 teaches a low level of unstable end groups for the same 
' j ( i a-ght 182 oti k e j ers elaii 1, and 6 mm \ 

facie obvious. 

< v I i 1 25.3 \ i U \ S i £ j t i c 

v ines 3 to 40. Yhc ti _ doe* n tteac sugaes kserib i ev«. x «. ei 

extractable metal ions described in independent claim 1 or the levels of extraetabie fluoride ions 
and heavy metals described in Independent claim 2. Thus, '255 in combination with either 182 or 
736, still fail to fairly leach, suggest or describe the elements of independent claims 1 or 2. 
\ec H zl'y ieoendc claims 3 and ! which each t epei c i .independent fin 1 $ c 
patentable over '255 in combination with either '182 or 736. 

Based on the foregoing, the Applicants kindly submit that the rejection of claims 3, 4 and 6 
under 35 USC 103(a) over '1 82 or 736 in view of '255 has been overcome and kindly ask thai the 
rejection be withdrawn. 

In view of the above, it Is submitted that the application is in condition lor allowance. 
Reconsideration of the application is requested. 

VI o V£ vi c ms 1 s amei t it an eat .a c i ilicite* 



Rc pec fully s ni o 1 
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